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North Carolina

The following profile contains information on demographics, political figures, funding,
programs, crime, drug use, drug trafficking, and enforcement statistics.

Demographics 1

Population: 7,546,493
White: 5,008,491
Black: 1,456,323
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut: 80,155
Asian or Pacific Islander: 52,166
Other race: 31,502

Politics2

Governor: James B. Hunt Jr.
Attorney General: Mike Easley
Secretary of State: Elaine F. Marshall
Senators: Lauch Faircloth (R) Jesse Helms (R)
Representatives: Cass Ballenger (R) Richard Burr (R) Eva Clayton (D)

Howard Coble (R) Walter B. Jones (R) Mike McIntyre (D)
Sue Wilkins Myrick (R) David E. Price (D) Charles H. Taylor (R)

Programs/Initiatives
Drug Free Communities Grantee:
Coalition for Drug Abuse Prevention3

Forsyth County, North Carolina
Project Description: The Coalition for Drug Abuse Prevention is a regional network in Winston-
Salem and Forsyth County that has been in operation for ten years and consists of broad-based
community representation, including parents and youth. While the area has experienced success
in reducing availability of alcohol, tobacco, and other drugs, the school system also reports a
dramatic increase in the use of inhalants, and that alcohol abuse continues to be a serious
problem.

Crime and Drug-Related Crime
1997-1998 Most Frequent Crimes4

Probation Parole
DWI 22% Narcotics & Drugs 25%
Narcotics & Drugs 18% B&E 16%
Larceny 14% Larceny 13%
Assault 10% DWI 12%
Other Traffic
Violations 9% Assault 8%



Drug Trafficking in 1997-19985

EVENT CRIME CATEGORY TOTAL
Prison Exits Drugs- traffic 316
Probation Exits Drugs- traffic 109
Parole Exits Drugs- traffic 263
Prison Entries Drugs- traffic 444
Probation Entries Drugs- traffic 79
Parole Entries Drugs- traffic 175
Pris. Resident Drugs- traffic 1220
Prob. Supervised Drugs- traffic 266
Par. Supervised Drugs- traffic 191

      Non-Trafficking 1997-19986

EVENT CRIME CATEGORY TOTAL
Prison Exits Drugs- non traffic 6113

Drugs- traffic 316

Probation
Exits

Drugs- non traffic 11923

Drugs- traffic 109

Parole Exits Drugs- non traffic 2679

Drugs- traffic 263

Prison Entries Drugs- non traffic 5891

Drugs- traffic 444

Probation
Entries

Drugs- non traffic 11827

Drugs- traffic 79

Parole Entries Drugs- non traffic 1846

Drugs- traffic 175

Pris. Resident Drugs- non traffic 3732

Drugs- traffic 1220

Prob.
Supervised

Drugs- non traffic 20467

Drugs- traffic 266

Par.
Supervised Drugs- non traffic 1916



Index Crimes 1997-19987

EVENT CRIME CATEGORY TOTAL
Prison Exits Murder First Degree 31

Manslaughter 223

Robbery 1447

Assault 1827

Sexual Assault 217

Other Sexual Offense 470

Burglary 237

Breaking, entering 3299

Larceny 2748

Auto theft 201

Forgery 697

Drugs- non traffic 6113

Driving while impaired 3033

Probation Exits Murder First Degree 8

Manslaughter 144

Robbery 496

Assault 7027

Sexual Assault 118

Other Sexual Offense 622

Burglary 161

Breaking, entering 3391

Larceny 8025

Auto theft 472



Forgery 1257

Drugs- non traffic 11923

Drug Arrests in North Carolina, 19978

Category Under
18

Total
all ages

SALES
Opium, Cocaine, and their derivatives (Morphine, Heroin, Cocaine) 366 4,198
Marijuana 263 2,182
Synthetic Narcotics (synthetic narcotics such as Demerol and Methadones) 12 120
Other Dangerous Drugs (Non-Narcotic Drugs, such as Barbiturates and
Benzedrine)

12 141

Total Sales 653 6,641
POSSESSION
Opium, Cocaine, and their derivatives (Morphine, Heroin, Cocaine) 790 10,800
Marijuana 3,158 20,545
Synthetic Narcotics (synthetic narcotics such as Demerol and Methadones) 53 293
Other Dangerous Drugs (Non-Narcotic Drugs, such as Barbiturates and
Benzedrine)

124 3,256

Total Possession 4,125 34,894
GRAND TOTAL 4,778 41,535

Corrections
Number of offenders under correctional authority in North Carolina, Calendar Year 19979

Drug Trafficking Other Drug Offense
Prison 1,166 3,778
Probation 284 21,127
Parole 272 2,382

The drug situation in North Carolina10

• Many national highways run through North Carolina including I-95, I-40, I-77, and I-85,
which makes it easier to traffic drugs by vehicle through and too North Carolina.

• There were 25,635 drug seizure cases submitted to the State Bureau of Investigation drug lab
from July 1995 to June 1996. This was up from 24,240 in July 94 to June 1995. The purity
level of the drugs submitted to the bureau is also rising.

• Crack is suspected to be the reason for a rise in violent crime in the rural areas of North
Carolina.

• Juvenile Arrests for drug violations were up 230% form 1985 at 199 arrests to 1994 with 657
arrests.

• North Carolina has seen an increase in many Mexican drug traffickers, running smaller
shipments of drugs that are harder to detect by police.



Juveniles 11

• In 1995, middle school students in North Carolina more frequently reported use of inhalants
than any other drug, followed closely by marijuana (19% and 16.5%, respectively).

• Among high school students in 1995, the drug of choice was marijuana, with 36% of students
in grade 9 through 12 having used the drug.

• In Mecklenburg County in 1995, marijuana was the most abused drug by 7th to 12th graders
(17% current use) followed by inhalants (3% current use). The Native American student
populations were more likely to abuse drugs (18%) compared to white (14%) and African-
American (14%) populations.

Trafficking and Seizures12

Domestic Cannabis Eradication Suppression Program:
North Carolina Outdoor Operations
Plots Eradicated Cultivated Plants Eradicated
1,051 30,045

North Carolina Indoor Operations
Grows Seized Plants Eradicated
15 568

Totals
Total Plants
Eradicated

Number of Arrests Number of
Weapons Seized

Value of Assets
Seized

30,613 128 21 $45,731

Attachments
1.  U. S. Sentencing Commission (USSC)13

2. State Efforts to Reduce Drug Use Among Offenders –Corrections Program Office14

3. Index Crime Trends15

4. System Stats16

                                                                
1 U.S. Census Bureau Web site: http://www.census.gov
2 North Carolina State web site: http://www.sips.state.nc.us/
3 Drug Free Communities Grantee: http://www.whitehousedrugpolicy.gov/prevent/drugfree.html
4 North Carolina Department of Justice: http://sbi.jus.state.nc.us/sbimain/ncsbi.htm
Crime Control and Public Safety: http://www.nccrimecontrol.org/
5 Ibid.
6 Ibid.
7 Ibid.
8 State of North Carolina, Bureau of Investigation, Crime in North Carolina, 1997, April 1998.
9 State of North Carolina, Department of Corrections, Custom Statistical Reports Generator at
http://www.doc.state.nc.us/cjds/
10 North Carolina Governors Crime Commission, Drug Control and System Improvement Comprehensive State
Strategy, 1997.
11 North Carolina Department of Public Instruction, 1995 Middle School Youth Behavior Survey, 1996
12 Domestic Cannabis Eradication Suppression Program:
http://www.albany.edu/sourcebook/1995/pdf/t437.pdf



                                                                                                                                                                                                                
13 U. S. Sentencing Commission (USSC): http://www.ussc.gov/judpack/jp1997.htm
14 State Efforts to Reduce Drug Use Among Offenders –Corrections Program Office:
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/cpo/pdf/sersa.pdf
15 Index Crime Trends: State Bureau of Investigation: http://sbi.jus.state.nc.us/sbimain/ncsbi.htm
16 System Stats, Governor’s Crime Commission: http://www.gcc.state.nc.us/



Understanding Juvenile Crime Trends: What Can and Cannot be Done About Them 

Table 2 represents the increasing rate at which young adults, those below 
age 19, are being arrested in North Carolina. Figures 2 through 7 show that 
the steepest increases in these rates are taking place among ever younger 
children under the age of 16 and must be addressed by the juvenile justice 
system. 

Figure 1 shows the population of juveniles of different ages in 1995. It also 
allows us to see how many 12 through 17 year olds there were ten years 
ago and how many there will be ten years from now. It shows that in 1995 
the number of 12 through 17 year olds (the ages where young people are 
most likely to begin committing violent crimes) was at a thirty-year low. 
Over the next five to ten years, the number is going to increase although not 
to the high point it was ten years ago. Over the next ten years, today’s five 
year olds, who now significantly out-number fifteen year olds, will begin to 
age into their most crime-prone years. This should have important 
implications for crime policy.. 

Figure 1: 

North Carolina Population x Age 
1995 
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Taken together, Table 1 and Figure 1 
show that despite the fact that the number 
of 10 to 16 year olds fell, the number of 
crimes committed by juveniles increased. 

While there are fewer young people in 
their high crime years today than there 
were ten years ago, there is more crime 
because young people are committing 
crimes at a higher rate. Even if arrest 
rates remain flat over the next ten years, 
the increasing number of children in the 
population will overwhelm existing 
juvenile institutions unless we take action 
to reverse these trends. Furthermore, 
state and national trends indicate that the 
juvenile crime rate will continue to 
increase. 
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Understanding Juvenile Crime Trends: What Can and Cannot be Done About Them 

Figure 2: 
Age-Specific Robbery Arms1 Rates 
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Figure 3: 
Age Specific Burglary Arrest Rates 
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Figure 4: 
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Figures 2 through 7 illustrate the same point in more detail by 
looking at the age specific arrest rate (the rate at which people 
in different age groups commit crime) for murder, assault, 
robbery, drugs, burglary, and gun offenses. The age specific 
arrest rates allow us to estimate how the expected increase in 
the number of 12 to 17 year olds will impact on the total amount 
of crime. 

When comparing 1985 and 1995 crime rates, a disturbing 
pattern emerges. While the overall rate of arrest, represented 
by the area under the curves, increases, as would be expected 
from Tables 1 and 2, the shape of most of the curves has also 
changed. For all crimes the curves are much steeper and further 
to the left of the graph, indicating that juveniles are committing 
more crimes at an earlier age- starting at about age 14. The 
same is true for victimization. 

For example, Figure 2 and Figure 3 show the age specific arrest 
rates for robbery and burglary. The distance between the 1985 
and 1995 lines shows that for both crimes the arrest rate for 
young offenders increased. While the arrest rates for both 
crimes increased, the change was more pronounced in the 
robbery arrests than the arrests for burglary. Between 1985 
and 1995 the pattern of burglary arrests remained essentially 
the same, but the rate increased. For robbery there was not 
only an increase in the rate, but also a dramatic shift in the 
pattern of arrests. 

While Figures 2 through 7 each show a slightly different pattern, 
all these figures show that not only are more children involved 
in the criminal justice system, but younger children are starting 
to commit violent crimes at much higher rates than they were 
ten years ago. Younger children are starting to be arrested for 
more serious crimes. 

Arrests for robbery, murder, drugs, and weapon violations show 
steep increases in the pattern of arrests among juveniles before 
they reach the age of 16. These are also the crimes that are 
most frightening to the public. Burglary, a crime juveniles have 
always committed in great numbers, shows the smallest change 
in the pattern of arrests. 

Interestingly, as the charts show an increase in the number of 
young children coming into the criminal justice system, treatment 
professionals also report that the number of younger children 
abusing drugs and alcohol is increasing. 
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Understanding Juvenile Crime Trends: What Can and Cannot be Done About Them 

Figure 5: 
Age Specific Murder Arrest Rates 
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Figure 6: 
Age Specific Aggravaled Assault Arrest Rates 
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Figure 7: 
Age-Specffic Drug Arms1 Rates 
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It is important to remember that juveniles are victims as well as 
perpetrators of crime. Research on victimization indicates that 
the age specific victimization rates should show a pattern similar 
to the arrest rates. Figure 8 shows this to be the case for 
horn jckie V~Z~~II S. Between 7985 and 7995 the victimization 
rate for murder has more than doubled for sixteen to twenty 
year olds. 

We must remember that juveniles have borne the brunt of the 
increase in crime over the last decade. Unless we can change 
this basic pattern, they will continue to bear this burden into the 
future. 

What We Can and Cannot Do 

Public policy cannot change the number of juveniles coming of 
age over the next decade. But public policy can determine 
whether the number of juveniles who become repeat offenders 
with access to weapons, alcohol and drugs will continue to 
increase. We can take steps to control whether juvenile crime 
continues to become more serious, more violent, and more 
frightening to the public. 

Our children are remarkably resilient, No matter how dire the 
conditions in which they live, most do not become delinquent. 
There are forces in every community that pull children toward 
doing what is right and toward doing what is wrong. We must 
look for ways to reinforce those factors that make children 
resilient, while we look for ways to limit exposure to forces that 
pull them toward delinquency. 

Early childhood programs like Smart Start have been shown to 
decrease the rate at which children will become serious violent 
offenders. Day care centers and schools can identify children 
likely to become delinquent. These children can be helped by 
intervention services. Programs that provide prevention 
services to targeted populations have been shown to work 
effectively. 

We need to provide juveniles with more, not less, adult 
supervision. Public policy can ensure that children suspended 
or expelled from school are placed in alternative schools, not 
on the street where delinquent behavior will be reinforced. Since 
most juvenile crime happens after school, between 2:00 p.m. 
and 7:00 p.m., we need to increase after school programs such 
as mentoring that keep juveniles in a learning environment, 
teach important social skills and limit unsupervised time on the 
street. 
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Understanding Juvenile Crime Trends: What Can and Cannot be Done About Them _~~-~---- ~~.. ~~. 

Figure 8: 
Age-Specific Murder Victimtzation Rates 
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Most violent offenders start out as property offenders 
and are caught for the first time when they are very 
young. How we respond to juveniles the first time we 
catch them breaking the law can reduce the number 
who later become repeat violent offenders. Juveniles 
must learn that actions have consequences, and 
equally important, that the sanctions imposed by adults 
are fair, proportionate and justified. 

Some children will break the law, and break it 
repeatedly. When we punish these juveniles, the 
sanctions we use should become more serious each 
time they come to court. When we sanction juveniles, 
we should make every effort to keep these children as 
close to home as possible to strengthen positive 
community ties. This means more community based 
programs. When we are forced to separate children 
from their home and their community, we must provide 
aftercare to strengthen their ability to resist the pull of 
crime when they return home. Some children should 
be separated permanently from their communities, but 
this number is much smaller than most people think. 

SI’STEMSTPrTS 
A Publication of the 
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Charlene Coppersmith Susan Ajygiu 
Data Analyst Editor 

With careful planning, increased interagency 
coordination and carefully targeted spending, we can 
mitigate the effects of demographic change. By 
improving our present system and preparing ourselves 
for the increased number of children we will have to 
serve in the near future, this “triple whammy” 
(increasing crime rates, increasing numbers of kids, 
earlier onset of delinquency) will not overwhelm us. 

l l l 
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This State Profile was prepared by the ONDCP Drug Policy Information Clearinghouse. 
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